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TOPOGRAPHICAL STUDIES AT SETIA 



Two years ago, after I had completed my researches in the 
territory of ancient Privernum/ I planned to study in the same 
manner the neighboring territory of Setia. There are two recent 
works on the history and remains of Setia by local antiquarians ;2 
but these, although they contain much valuable material, are 
too fanciful and unscientific.^ At the earliest opportunity, there- 
fore, in the summer of 1912, I began my study of Setia and vi- 
cinity, intending to describe and locate accurately the existing 
ancient remains. On account of the season and the limited time 
at my disposal, I confined my attention to two points, first, the 
remains of the town itself, and second, the road ascending to it. 
The results of my researches are here briefly presented under 

1 See A. J. A. XIV, 1910, pp. 318-323; XV, 1911, pp. 44-59, 170-194, 386- 
402. 

2 Vincenzo Tufo, Storia Antica di Sezze^ Veroli, 1908; Filippo Lombardini^ 
Storia di Sezze, Velletri, 1909. The latter is a revision, published by the 
author's son, of his previous work, Delia Istoria di Sezze, Velletri, 1876, which 
I do not cite, as it has been superseded. 

3 1 have also consulted the following earlier accounts by natives of Sezze: 
Ciammarucone, Descrittione delld Cittd di Sezze Colonia Latina di Romani 
(1641); Corradini, Be Civitate et Ecclesia Seiina (1702), and Vetus Latium 
Profanum & Sacrum. Tomus Secundus (1705). Other short descriptions of 
no great value are: Cayro, Notizie delle Cittd del Lazio Vecchio e nuovo, Vol. II 
(1816), pp. 182-189; Westphal, Die romische Kampagne (1829), pp. 47, 49, 53-4; 
Marocco, Monumenti dello Siato Pontificio, Vol. VI (1835), pp. 7-66; Moroni, 
Dizionario di erudizione storico-ecclesiastica, Vol. LXV (1854), pp. 56-81; 
Fonteanive, Avanzi detti Ciclopici nella Provincia di Roma (1887), pp. 149-152; 
Abbate, Guida della Provincia di Roma, Vol. II (1894), pp. 499-501; Nissen, 
Italische Landeskunde, Vol. II^ (1902), pp. 645-6; Frothingham, Roman Cities 
in Italy and Dalmatia (1910), pp. 72, 80; C.I.L. X. p. 640; Smith's Dictionary 
of Geography, p. 971; Encyclopedia Britannica, 11th Edition, Setia, 

In citing any of these works, or the works of Tufo and Lombardini, I shall 
give only the author's name, except in the case of Corradini, De Civitate et 
Ecclesia Setina, references to which will have the title of the work added, to 
distinguish them from the more frequent references to the Vetus Latium 
American Journal of Archaeology, Second Series. Journal of the 34 
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these two headings, to which I have added a short discussion 
of the inscriptions from Setia.^ 

1. The Town or Setia 

Ancient Setia was situated on the hill now occupied by the 
town of Sezze, which rises abruptly to a height of 305.60 metres ^ 
from the Pontine Marshes, about six kilometres to the north- 
east of Forum Appi and the Via Appia. There is no evidence that 
this was the site of an old Volscian settlement;^ our first certain 
information is that in 382 B.C. the Romans established a Latin 
colony/ to which new colonists were added three years later.^ 
Its foundation, therefore, marked the farther advance of the 
Romans into Volscian territory, which they had already begun 
to secure by founding Norba in 492, quae arx in Pomptino esset.^ 

Only a few points in the history of Setia need be given here. 
In general it was loyal to the Romans, and, with Norba, suffered 
constantly from the incursion of the Privernates, until the latter 
were conquered.^ The leader of the Latin revolt of 340 B.C., L. 
Annius, however, was a Setine,^ and in 209 B.C. Setia was one of 
the twelve colonies that refused aid to the Romans.^ In 198 b.c. 
Carthaginian hostages were quartered here, who nearly succeeded 
in a serious revolt. ^^ We are told, on very unreliable authority, 
that Sulla captured Setia in 82 b.c.,^^ and that the triumvirs sent 

^ I am especially indebted for favors to Director Jesse Benedict Carter and 
Mr. Albert W. Van Buren, of the American Academy in Rome, and to the fol- 
lowing citizens of Sezze : Prof. Rag. Cesare Montesi, Secretary of the Commune, 
Sig. Francesco Diez, Sig. Francesco Lombardini, the brothers Maselli, and 
Sig. Colombo Pasqualucci. 

2 This is the height as given by Lombardini, p. 9; the height given on the Gov- 
ernment maps, 319 m., is to the top of the tower of S. Pietro. 

3 For an alleged reference to Setia as one of the Latin confederated towns in 
Dionys. Hal. V, 61, see Mommsen, History of Rome (English edition). Vol. 
I, pp. 448-9, n. 1. 

*Vell. Pater. I, 14. 
^Livy, VI, 21. 

6 Livy, II, 34. 

7 Livy, VII, 42, 8; VIII, 1, 1 ff.; VIII, 19, 5 if. 

8 Livy, VIII, 3, 8-9. 

» Livy, XXVII, 9, 7, cf. 10, 10. 

10 Livy, XXXII, 26, 4-14. 

" Appian, B.C. I, 87. In Plutarch, Sulla, 28, which agrees with the narrative 
of Appian in other respects, Setia is not mentioned, but Marius, it is said, met 
Sulla irepl Xtyvlajj/ before his flight to Praeneste. 
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a military colony here.^ The number of inscriptions found here 
that date from the late Republic shows that the town was then 
still flourishing; but under the Empire it was an exigua urbSj 
remembered only for its famous wine.^ 
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The principal remains on this site consist of portions of the 
ancient town wall. As a glance at Figure 1 will show, these are 
very numerous on the southwestern side. On the northern and 
eastern sides they are scanty, but occur in the right places to 

1 Liber coloniarum, 1, p. 237, in Lachmann et al., Gromatici Veteres, Vol. I. 
This is, however, one of the most trustworthy portions of this treatise; see 
Mommsen in the same work, Vol. p. 184. 

2 See especially Martial, XIII, 112; for other references, see Nissen, I.e. 
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prove that the hne of the mediaeval and modern walls generally 
follows that of the ancient wall. 

Starting at the Porta Pascibella, we find our first piece of 
ancient wall adjoining the gate on two sides of the church of S. 
Parasceve (Fig. 1,1). Inside the gate, it is built into the northern 
wall of the church for a length of 12.30 m. and a height of 2.70 m. 
Then, after a gap of 2.50 m., in which the old corner is concealed 
by a modern projection, it appears for about 4.10 m. on the out- 
side of the gate, preserved to a height of about 3.75 m.^ This 
fragment, like all the others, is built of the local limestone. It is 




Figure 2. — Fragments of the Town Wall of Setia 



much battered, but is apparently not in the ^^ polygonal" but 
in the ^'quasi-ashlar'^ style. ^ 

The next two fragments are not important. The first (Fig, 
1, 2), 12.35 m. beyond the one just mentioned, is traceable for 
23.20 m.; it is of '^polygonal'' masonry, but the exact variety 
cannot be determined. The next fragment (Fig. 1, 3), 64.90 m. 
farther on, consists merely of ancient stones built into the modern 
wall for 9.75 m. 

The first well-preserved piece of wall is 10.75 m. farther on 
(Fig. 1, 4; Fig, 2.) It is 37.20 m. in length and 3 m. in height. 

1 This locality has been much changed in recent times by the destruction 
of an archway and buildings near the church; see Lombardini, pp. 75-6. Cor- 
radini, pi. 37, shows its former appearance. 

2 For a definition of the term " quasi-ashlar " masonary, see my article in 
A J. A. XV, 1911, p. 46, note 6, and p. 51. 
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The masonry is distinctly of the "third polygonal" style, with 
the blocks carefully fitted and their faces smoothed.^ 

Of even greater interest is the next fragment, 29 m. beyond 
the last one (Fig. 1,5; Fig 3). This has at its eastern end a postern 
gate, 1.19 m. in width, which is now filled up to within 1.40 m. 
of the top; its total length is about 7 m. It is built of ashlar ma- 
sonry; this practice of using ashlar masonry about the gates 
of polygonal walls is common elsewhere.^ 

After 26.50 m. more we find what may be a piece of ancient 
wall, 8 m. in length (Fig, 1, 6). From the end of this the distance 




Figure 3. — ^Fragment of the Town Wall of Setia, with Postern Gate 



is 23.10 m. to another battered fragment of four courses, only 
1.60 m. in length (Fig. 1, 7). But then, after 15.50 m., begins 
another continuous piece of the wall, 32.30 m. in length (Fig. 1, 
8). The eastern half of it is of the "third polygonal'^ style; but 
the western half is of a new variety of masonry of which we shall 
see other examples, a "quasi-ashlar^' masonry, with the surfaces 
of the blocks carefully rusticated, so that they resemble projecting 
cushions.^ 

Within the next 206.70 m. there exist three fragments of wall 
in the positions indicated on Figure 1 (9, 10, 11), the antiquity 

1 For this style, see the articles cited in A J. A, XV, 1911, p. 46, note 6. 

2 The Lion Gate at Mycenae is an early example. 

3 For remains of similar masonry in the territory of Privernum, see A.J.Am 
XV, 1911, pp. 51-55. 
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of which is doubtful. The first, 7.50 m. in length, looks like parts 
of two courses of "quasi-ashlar^' masonry built into the modern 
wall at some distance from the ground. The second, a battered 
polygonal fragment, is merely a succession of displaced blocks 
for six of the 8 m. of its length, while the third, of ''quasi-ashlar'' 
work, consists of one stone from each of five courses, probably 
in situ. 

At the end of the 206.70 m. 
we reach the finest piece of the 
wall now existing (Fig. 1, 12; 
Figs. 4, 5). Commencing with 
what seems to be a corner, this 
massive wall of the "third 
polygonal'' style extends for 
nearly 40 m.; its greatest height 
is over 8 m. 

After a gap of 9.50 m., there 
is a similar piece (Fig. 1, 13), 5 
to 6 m. in height, which after 
15 m. turns toward the town at 
right angles; it can be traced for 
3.50 m. in this direction before 
it is hidden by the modern 
buildings, 

11,50 m. out from the corner 
just mentioned are the remains 
of a great projecting tower 
or bastion that is built of 
the ^^quasi-ashlar" rusticated 
masonry (Fig. 1, 14; Fig. 6). 
Its southern side is 3 m. in 
length, its front 30.50 m., but the northern side cannot be meas- 
ured, as it is covered by the later walls; its height near the 
southern corner is 7.70 m. 

It is probable that this great outwork protected the gate at 
which the road from the plain entered the town. Professor 
Frothingham assumes this on one of his unpublished plans of the 
region,^ on which this road turns at the Madonna della Pace 

^ Mr. Albert W. Van Buren called my attention to these plans, which were 
made during Mr. Frothingham's survey of this region in 1895, and are now 
in the possession of the American Academy in Rome. My detailed plan of 




FiGUEE 4. — Fragment 12 or the 
Town Wall of Setia, showing 
Height 
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(Fig. 1, e), passes below the Tempio di Saturno (Fig. 1, d) and 
along the great terrace wall (Fig. 1, b), and enters here. It is 
also possible to assume that the road entered the town by the 
route of the modern road, passing between fragments 16 and 17 
of the wall; but the question cannot be decided for lack of evi- 
dence. 

In mediaeval times, at any rate, there was an entrance to the 
town at this corner, of which there are extensive remains (Fig. 1, a). 
The line of the front of fragment 14 is continued by 4.70 m. of 
mediaeval wall, which is built of concrete faced with opus incer- 
turn. Then comes an arched opening 1.80 m. in width, flanked 




Figure 5. — Fragment 12 of the Town Wall of Setia 

by ashlar masonry, with stone voussoirs above; this admits to a 
passage, now partially filled, that ends beneath a mediaeval 
tower about 25 m. inside the town. This- passage was later ex- 
tended down the hill from the arched opening with walls of much 
poorer concrete faced with opus incertum, which are now de- 
stroyed beyond a distance of 4 m. There are other traces of 
mediaeval walls to the north of the arched opening, in the line of 
the front of fragment 14; these, however, clearly have nothing 
to do with the mediaeval town wall, which turns abruptly up the 
hill beyond the archway. 

the remains of Setia (Fig. 1), however, is based on more extensive obser- 
vations and differs much from his, in which the draughtsman has made several 
errors. For brief accounts of his surveys, see A. J, A. I, 1897, pp. 60 ff. and 
his Roman Cities in Italy and Dalmatia, pp. 76 ff . 
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I have described in detail this mediaeval entrance because 
most previous writers have stated that it was the ancient en- 
trance to the town,^ or a part of the ancient curia ;^ they include 
also among the remains of the curia a row of mediaeval vaults 
that were built against the outside of the ancient bastion, and 
other vaults above it. There is absolutely no foundation for their 
statements. 

There can be no doubt that the next fragment of wall (Fig. 1, 
15) belongs to the ancient wall of the town and marks its limit 
in this direction, as it follows exactly the edge of the rugged height 




Figure 6. — Northwestern Corner of Bastion (Fragment 14) 
SHOWING Later Addition (a) 

on which the town was built to a corner that juts out toward the 
Pontine Marshes.^ Its length to the corner is 30.30 m., and it 
can be traced for about 6 m. beyond the corner; it varies in 
height, according to its preservation, from a single course to 4 m. 
It is chiefly of the 'Hhird polygonaP' style, changing to ''quasi- 
ashlar'' at the corner. 

^ As Marocco, p. 11, Abbate, p. 500, Lombardini, p. 27. On Professor 
Frothingham's plan there is no indication that these remains are not as ancient 
as the rest of the wall. 

2 Corradini, Vetus Latium, pp. 28-30, De Civitate, p. 11; Westphal, p. 53; 
Tufo, pp. 62-3. 

3 The belief of Corradini, pp. 4-5, Marocco, p. 12, Tufo, pp. 13-19, 23-26, and 
Lombardini, pp. 37-8, that the town extended much farther, even to S. Sosio- 
(Fig. 9, 10) and the Madonna dell'Appoggio (Fig. 9, 8), is quite erroneous. 
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It is not clear what relation the next fragment (Fig. 1, 16) 
bears to the line of wall. It consists of two pieces of "quasi- 
ashlar'' rusticated masonry, one 5.80 m. in length and 2.75 m. 
in height, the other a corner piece, 1.50 m. and 11.40 m. in length 
on its two sides, and 2.70 m. in height at the corner. Compared 
with the other pieces of wall, it is almost too far down the hill 
to be a part of the town wall; in that case, it is probably a sepa- 
rate out-work guarding the road, which, as I have just suggested,^ 
may have entered the town at this point. 

The next fragments (Fig. 1, 17, 18), however, apparently form 
part of the town wall. The first of them, although incorporated 
in a modern partition, and somewhat rebuilt, is probably ancient. 
Its length is 10.60 m., its greatest height, 2.60 m.; the masonry 
is '^quasi-ashlar'' and smooth faced. The other fragment con- 
sists merely of three or four stones.^ 

The four remaining fragments indicated on Figure 1 are un- 
questionably antique, and are all portions of the town wall. The 
first (Fig. 1, 19), of the '^quasi-ashlar'' rusticated type, is trace- 
able for 9.80 m.; its greatest height is 1.20 m. Nearby is the 
second fragment (Fig. 1, 20), a series of ancient blocks, built into 
a modern house for a distance of 6 m. Not far away begins the 
longest piece of the entire circuit (Fig. 1, 21); it runs for 46 m. 
beneath the mediaeval town wall and towers and the church of 
S. Lorenzo, with a height that varies greatly but is never im- 
posing. The masonry is again '^quasi-ashlar" and rusticated. 
Finally, there is preserved beyond the Porta S. Andrea a peculiar 
double jog of ancient wall (Fig. 1, 22), formed by three battered 
pieces 3.30, 3.60 and 6.50 m. in length, which reaches a height 
of 2.50 m. The modern house and garden walls follow so exactly 
the intricacies of this piece that we must believe that the line 
of the other modern walls along this edge of the town represents 
approximately the line of the ancient wall on this side. 

Within the area enclosed by this wall are remains of two other 
lines of wall, both in the southern part of the town. The principal 
fragment of the outer one of the two lines (Fig. 1, 23) lies at some 
distance from the rest in the garden of Sig. Maselli. It is 12.10 m. 
in length and about 3 m. in height. Five other battered frag- 
ments (Fig. 1, 24) are preserved in the walls of houses on the 

1 See above, p. 40. 

2 Beside the Porta Paolina are two other bits of wall, the exact antiquity of 
which is too dubious to admit them to the list of fragments. 
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northern side of the Via Corradini. Their length, beginning with 
the eastern one, is 2.10, 6.80, 2.40, 2.70, and 2.80 metres; the 
height of the longest one, which is the best preserved, is over 4 m. 
The accompanying illustration of this piece (Fig. 7) shows well 
the ^'quasi-ashlar'^ rusticated masonry employed. 

The inner line (Fig. 1, 25, 26, 27) extends along the foot of the 
cliff above which S. Rocco, the highest point of the city, stands. 
Its imposing remains are visible 
in the rear courts and rooms 
of several houses on the Via 
Cavour. The piece farthest to 
the west is in the court of No. 
37b (Fig. 1, 25); it is 11 m. in 
length and 6 m. in height. The 
next piece (Fig. 1, 26; Fig. 8) is 
in the courts of Nos. 29-23 and 
ends at the foundations of the 
apse of S. Rocco; it is 14.20 m. 
in length and about 6.70 m. in 
height. The third piece (Fig. 1, 
27) is just to the east of the 
apse of S. Rocco, in a back room 
of No. 19; it is 3.20 m. in length 
and over 4 m, in height. These 
are all built of the "quasi- 
ashlar'^ rusticated masonry. 

Local historians and others 
have called these inner circuits 
of city wall, and believe that the 
town was surrounded by three 
lines of wall.^ It is also sug- 
gested that they represent suc- 
cessive stages, in the growth of the city.^ These theories are 
erroneous. It is strange, if these are circuit walls, that traces of 
them are found in only one portion of the town. Besides, the 
outer one of the lines is too near the town to be practical as a 
second circuit. This line, I am inclined to think, is a retaining 
wall for a street.^ The inner one of the lines may be a retaining 

1 Corradini, pp. 35-6; Marocco, p. 11; Fonteanive, p. 151; Tufo, pp. 19- 
21; Lombardini, p. 26. 
2Abbate, p. 499; Tufo, p. 21. s^estphal, p. 53, suggested this. 




Figure 7. — Portion op Inner Circuit 
OF Wall (Fig. 1, 24) in Via Corradini 
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wall for the citadel as has been supposed; but it is strange that 
such a massive wall is found below the citadel on the side where 
the perpendicular cliff makes such protection unnecessary, while 
on the other sides of the supposed citadel, where protection was 
needed, there are no traces of such walls. I believe that this 
inner wall was a retaining wall at the rear of some area, sacred 
or otherwise; there are walls similarly built against the face of 
the cliff at Cora, and many such walls, made of opus incerttim^ 
on the terraces of the Temple of Fortune at Praeneste. 



FiGUKE 8. — Portion of Inner Circuit of Wall (Fig. 1, 26) in Via Cavour 

The date of all these walls can be fixed from the fact previously 
stated that there is no evidence of a Volscian settlement here 
before the foundation of the Roman colony in 382 b.c.^ The 
presumption, therefore, is that they were built on or after that 
year by the Romans, and t^iis presumption is strengthened by 
the fact that the town walls of Norba and most of the polygonal 
walls in the territory of Privernum are of Roman origin. ^ In fact^ 
the "quasi-ashlar^' portions of the walls at Setia, as Mr. Ashby 
has recently stated, may belong to a much later period, being 
built merely as ^^intentional archaisms.'^ ^ 

We have the evidence of inscriptions for a temple of Apollo,* 
a shrine of Augustus,^ a basilica,^ and some structure in which 

1 See p. 35, n. 4. 

2 See A J. A. XV, 1911, p. 56, with references there given. 
2 Encyclopedia Britannica, llth Ed., article on Setia. 

4 C.I.L, X, 6463 (of the best period). 

^C.I.L, X, 6461 (Augustan); cf. 6464 (1st century), 6469 (Trajan), for the 
Augustales. « C.I.L, X, 6462 (late RepubHc). 
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games were held/ at Setia. There are no extant remains of any 
of these structures, and even the sites cannot be exactly fixed. 
I hazard the guess that the temple of Apollo was at or near S. 
Lorenzo (Fig. 1, 28). The inscription referring to it is in a phar- 
macy not far distant; and it is said that two columns of some 
pagan edifice still exist in S. Lorenzo.^ Farther, in the garden of 
Sig. Pasqualucci, just below the church, was found a fragment 
of Doric frieze, adorned with bucrania and rosettes, now in the 
Municipio; and I discovered another larger piece with rosettes, 
and a fragment of cornice, built into a modern wall that rests 
on fragment 21 of the ancient wall, just east of S. Lorenzo. 

It is said that the shrine of Augustus was at the Madonna della 
Pace (Fig. l,e), because the bronze dedicatory inscription in his 
honor (C.7.L. X, 6461) and an inscription of a sexvir Augustalis 
(CLL, X, 6469) were found there.^ I doubt this, as the entire 
vicinity was a necropolis in ancient times,^ in which we should 
scarcely expect to find such a shrine. 

The inscription referring to the basilica was found underneath 
the convent of the Bambino Gesu (Fig. 1, 29), which may occupy 
its site. 

The inscription regarding games, now built into a mediaeval 
tower (Fig. 1, 31) in Sig. Pasqualucci^s garden, is of no assistance 
in locating any building.^ In this connection, I may add that 
there are no authentic ruins of any amphitheatre at Setia; the 
group of vaults just east of the Tempio di Saturno (Fig. 1, 30) 
to which local historians have given this name,^ is of mediaeval 
origin. 

Local traditions have given the names "curia,'' "tempio di 
Marte'' and "tempio di Saturno'' to three other structures. I 
have already spoken of the first, which is the great bastion at the 
western end of the city.^ The second (Fig. 1, c)^ is a terrace wall 

1 Inscription cited by Tufo, p. 61; see my reading below, p. 53. 

2 Lombardini, p. 77. He erroneously, without any proof, puts the temple 
of Apollo at S. Parasceve (p. 21). Cf. Tufo. pp. 54-5. 

3 Tufo, pp. 56-7; Lombardini, p. 23. 

4 Not. Scav. 1877, p. 87; cf . Tufo, pp. 203-4; Lombardini, p. 36. 
6 Cf. Tufo, pp. 61-2. 

^Corradini, pp. 30-33; Tufo, pp. 59-62, who considers it a circus; Lom- 
bardini, p. 25; cf. Westphal, p. 53. 

^ See above,' p. 39. 

^ Corradini, pp. 49-50; Lombardini, p. 20. The inscription on which proof 
of the culf is based is forged (C.7.L. X, *891); see Tufo, p. 55. 
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of carefully fitted polygonal masonry of the "third style/' 24 m. 
to the northeast of fragment 16. The ancient wall still in position 
measures 19.35 m. in length, to a corner from which it can be 
traced back toward the modern road for 1.25 m., and 3.20 m. in 
height. The third is a magnificent platform of "quasi-ashlar^^ 
rusticated masonry just to the north of the second (Fig. 1, d; 
Fig. 9).^ According to Lombardini's measurements, it is 17.33 
m. by 11.11 m.;2 its height is over 10 m. This may be a great 
fort overlooking the road that ascends from the Pontine Marshes, 
or guarding an approach to the city, or the foundation of some 
public building, or even the substructure of a great Roman villa; 




Figure 9. — Tempio di Saturno (Fig. 1, d) prom North 

but there is no authentic proof that it ever was intended for a 
temple of Saturn.^ 

Before closing this part of the discussion, I must describe one 
other ruin close to the town. About 25 m. below the mediaeval 
passage into the town (Fig. 1, a) begins a roug'hly laid polygonal 
wall that seems to be a retaining wall for a road (Fig. 1, b). It 
follows the contour of the ground, sloping downward, with a 
height that varies but is not over 5 m. I followed this wall for 
about 150 m. before it stopped, and beyond the end of the actual 
wall I could trace the place prepared for it in the rock for 10 m. 

1 Ciammarucone, p. 21; Corradini, Vetus Latium, pp. 20-28, De Civitatey p 
11; Fonteanive, p. 151; Abbate, p. 500; Tufo, pp. 52-3 (doubtfully); Lorn- 
bardini, p. 20. Westphal, p. 53, had already denied the validity of the iden- 
tification. 

Hx. 

3 The alleged dedication to Saturn is a forgery (C.I.L. X, *902). 
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more. As I have already stated/ it is probable that the road as- 
cending from the plain passed above this terrace wall before it 
entered the city.^ 

II. The Road to the Town.^ 

When Setia was founded in 382 B.C., the only main road nearby 
was the old Volscian highway that passed along the foot of the 
hills above the Pontine Marshes.^ With this Setia must have 
been connected by a branch road leading up the hill, but it is im- 
possible to trace the lower course of this road and to state posi- 
tively that any of the road remains which I shall describe belong^ 
to this period. However, it must have followed up the hill the 
same course as that which I shall trace, as this has proved to be 
the only practicable one for any road to the town to take, in 
ancient or modern times. 

When the Via Appia was constructed in 312 B.C., the branch 
road was extended to it; the entire branch from the Via Appia 
to the town is commonly known as the Via Setina, although this 
name is not found in the ancient writers.^ An inscription of 
about 150-100 b.c. (?), found near the Acquaviva (Fig. 10, 6) 
states that the quattuorviri C. Paconius Pol(l)io and C. Pomponius 
Pol(l)io paved this road with stone. ^ We have no means of tell- 
ing if they paved the entire road or only the part ascending the 
hill, if this was the first pavement of the road, or if the traces of 
pavement still existing date from their time or later. 

Owing to the season, I could not study the course of the road 
across the Pontine Marshes. According to Tufo,^ it left the Via 

1 See above, p. 40. 

2 A supposed temple of Hercules, located beside S. Rocco where S. Pietro- 
and the former Jesuit College now stand, is known only from the testimony 
of forged inscriptions {C.I.L. X, *904, *905, cf. *910). See Corradini, Vetus 
Latium, pp. 35-49, De Civitate, pp. 5, 6, 11; Lombardini, pp. 21-2. Tufo, pp. 
51-2, doubts the tradition. 

3 On this road see especially Corradini, p. 5; W^stphal, p. 53; Tufo, pp. 45-9; 
Lombardini, p. 19. Cf. also Nissen, p. 645; Smith's Dictionary of Geography, 
p. 971. 

^ Cf. Frothingham, pp. 75 ff., who, acting on his theory that Setia is pre- 
Roman, would make the Volscian highway ascend to Setia, as at Norba, and 
pass through the city. 

^ Lucilius, in Gellius, N.A. XVI, 9, speaks of this toilsome ascent as opus: 
durum. Smith, I.e. unwarrantedly assumes that in Lucilius' time "the high 
road probably passed by Setia itself." 

« C.I.L. X, 6467. 7 Pp. 47_9. 
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Appia near the Casale Rapini (Fig. 10, 1), crossed the Cavata on 
a bridge of which only the piers remain (Fig. 10, 2), from which 
point its pavement of silex can be traced for some distance be- 
yond Gli Archi (Fig. 10, 3), before it disappears. Doubtless the 
modern Via degli Archi or Via Settina (Fig. 10, 4) follows about 
the line of the ancient road. 

I have, however, traced and measured the line of this road 
from the point at which it again is visible, that is, just above the 
Acquaviva (Fig. 10, 6), where the older mulepath leaves the 
carriage road.^ From here, the ancient road, usually serving 
as foundation for the mulepath, can be traced up the hill for 
over 1400 m. 

The first certain remains of the first incline of the ascent begin 
about 30 m. from the point of divergence just mentioned. Thence 
for 295 m. we can follow the retaining wall supporting the outer 
edge of the ancient road and modern mulepath, which rise in a 
sweeping curve that corresponds to the curve of the hillside. 
Here, and in almost all portions of the road, this wall is built in 
the ^^ first polygonal style''; its greatest measured height is 3.60 
m. The ancient pavement of polygonal limestone blocks can be 
seen in one place, 13 m. before the end of this incline, where a 
washout has exposed the outer edge of it. 

The turn between the first and second inclines of the road has 
been destroyed. It evidently must have formed a more acute 
angle than the turn of the modern mulepath, as the first traces 
belonging to the retaining wall of the second incline of the an- 
cient road are down the hill from the second incline of the mule- 
path. These traces of the second incline of the ancient road 
begin at a distance of 8.90 m. from the end of the remains of the 
first incline; it is 24.50 m. farther up the hill to the first contin- 
uous piece of the retaining wall. 

This retaining wall of the second incline mounts the hill at a 
steep gradient for 164.20 m. before it joins the m.odern mulepath. 
From the point of junction the ancient retaining wall, built into 
that of the mulepath, is seen at intervals for a distance of 347.20 
m. to the corner below the Madonna delFAppoggio (Fig. 10, 7). 

1 At the point marked 5 on Fig. 10. are parts of three courses of "quasi- 
ashlar" masonry 1.50 m. in height, forming two sides of a square foundation 
that measures 3.80 m. by 3.60 m. Just above this a grass-grown ridge of the 
ground may indicate the Hne of the Roman branch road or the old Volscian 
main road for some distance to the east. 
4 
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Most of this wall is of the ^^first polygonal" style; but the last 
stretch just before we reach the Madonna dell'Appoggio is built 
in the carefully fitted ^Hhird polygonal'^ style, of which we have 
already seen examples in the town wall.^ 

At the corner below the Madonna dell'Appoggio is a projecting 
bastion of ^^quasi-ashlar" rusticated masonry, that may be a 
later addition. It projects for about one metre from the hne 
of wall; its width is 5.60 m., its height about 4 m. 

From this corner below the Madonna delFAppoggio for 200.40 
m., measured along the outside of the mulepath, there are no 
signs of the ancient road; but 
it must have been approxi- 
mately where the mulepath now 
is, as there is no other possible 
course for it. After this dis- 
tance, there are seen in the 
mulepath considerable remains 
of the ancient pavement, made 
of large, carefully fitted poly- 
gonal blocks of limestone (Fig. 
10, 8; Fig. 11). The first piece 
is 3 m. in length. The next, a 
well-preserved piece, 12.70 m. 
farther on, is 35.50 m. in length 
and 2.40 m. in width. At a 
distance of 14.20 m. from this, 
around a slight curve, is a third 
curving piece, 20 m, in length. 
As previously stated,^ it is un- 
certain whether or not this is 
the pavement mentioned in the 
Republican inscription found at 
the Acquaviva. 

From the end of this last piece of pavement signs of the ancient 
road disappear; but 130 m. up the mulepath, and 44 m. below S. 
Sosio, to which the path makes an abrupt ascent, and at which 
there is a sharp turn, we find a platform of "quasi-ashlar'' rus- 
ticated masonry that juts out from the upper level of the path 

iSee above, pp. 38, 39, 41. 
2 See above, p. 47. 
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and overlooks its lower level (Fig. 10, 9). The front of this plat- 
form is 9.50 m. in length, and its sides are traceable for 8.90 m. 
and 9.40 m.; its extreme height is 6.50 m. As I have already 
shown, the hypothesis that this is the main gate of the ancient 
town, which extended to this point, is quite f alse.^ Equally false 
is the assumption that this was a tomb, because a sarcophagus 
containing two skeletons was found here.^ It is, of course, merely 
a fort commanding the ancient road as it approaches the turn. 
At a distance of 181.50 m. above S. Sosio I found another bit 
of ^^quasi-ashlar'^rusticated masonry beneath the outer retain- 
ing wall of the mulepath; it measured 5 m. in length and 1 m. in 
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Figure 12. — Plan of Remains of Villa above the 
Madonna dell' Appoggio (Fig. 10, 11) 

extreme height. This may be a part of the retaining wall for the 
ancient road. 

Between the point last mentioned and the Madonna della 
Pace (Fig. 10, 10) the pavement of the ancient road formerly 
existed, but has now entirely disappeared.^ At or near the Ma- 
donna della Pace it must have turned; its probable course from 
there has previously been discussed.^ 

Along this road, just above the Madonna delFAppoggio, is 
one other group of remains (Fig, 10, 11); I had no time to study 

^ See above, p. 41. 

2 Lombardini in Not. Scav. 1877, p. 88. 

3 Not Scav. I.e. 

* See above, p. 40. 
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this in detail, but present a rough plan of it, with a brief descrip- 
tion of the different parts (Fig. 12). ^ It consists of (a) a great re- 
taining wall of polygonal masonry, poorly jointed, but with the 
faces of the blocks smoothed. It is over 50 m. in length; its 
height near one end is 2.90 m. I could not trace a similar re- 
taining wall at the sides of the area, because on the western side 
a modern wall had been built, and on the eastern side the brush 
was too dense to explore successfully. 

It cannot be determined whether this wall dates from the early 
Roman period or is a later imitation, of the same date as the 
other remains on this site.^ In any case, during the last century 
of the Republic this terrace became the site of a Roman villa. 
There are jBrst two. walls of concrete faced with opus incertum of 
limestone (6,c) that barely project above the ground. The second 
of these walls leads to a slight jog in which is a bit of painted 
stucco, and then to the remains of a circular room with a small 
entrance passage, embedded in the ground {d). The walls of this 
room, which looks like a bathroom or latrina, have a stucco 
paneling, with traces of slate and red coloring. 

Other remains on this level consist of another wall faced with 
opus incertum (e), a finely preserved pavement of opus spicatum 
now used as a threshing floor (/), and what may be a bit of 
ancient terrace wall of polygonal masonry {g). 

Back of these remains the level rises, but, as indicated on the 
plan, the rock has been carefully scarped so as to form a second 
terrace parallel to the front retaining wall; the last wall mentioned 
is in line with the foot of this scarped rock. On this higher level 
is a large reservoir with concrete walls (/i), now nearly filled up; 
the northern end of it was covered by stones and earth, so that 
only a part of its length could be measured. 

In 1876 and previous years, along this ancient road, both above 
S. Sosio, and to the north of the turn at the Madonna della Pace, 
near the Ponte della Valle (Fig. 10, 12), various tombs were dis- 
covered. No traces of this necropolis are longer visible.^ 

1 The distance of the reservoir h from the other remains was not accurately 
measured, nor could the exact length of the front i errace wall a be determined. 

2 Cf. A J. A. XV, 1911, p. 56. 

8 Not Scav. 1877, pp. 87-8. In Not Scav. 1880, p. 142, is an account of a 
deposit of ex-votos found to the north of the Ponte della Valle. 
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III. Inscriptions from Setia 

I have discovered only one fragment of an ancient inscription 
at Sezze that has not been previously published. It is a piece of a 
white marble slab, broken on three sides, 0.12 to 0.14 m. in 
height, 0.155 to 0.17 m. in width, preserved in the garden of Sig. 
Maselli.^ The letters are of the second century, 0.02 to 0.025 m. 
in height. It reads: 
I / 

'VS • EVDEI^ i.e. Servius (?) Eudemus 

'lA . SECVR/ Servia (?) Secura 

LICISSIMI 

I give also a description and reading of the inscription regard- 
ing games previously mentioned,^ as Tufo, who was the first to 
publish it, gave only a portion of the text. It is fragment of lime- 
stone, broken on all sides, 0.53 m. in height and 0.20 m. in width. 
The letters, of the third century, are 0.05 m. in height. 



1 1 1 1 . VIP 


i.e. 


, Illlvir . . . 


/ R 1 
P A T R 
H 1 C- 




praetori (?) 
patrono (?) 
hie 


CIRC 




circenses (?) 
dedit 



A study of the published inscriptions has made it possible to 
correct the copies of the Corpus and the Notizie degli Scavi in 
several particulars, as follows: 

CJ.L. X, 6463, broken into two pieces, now lies in a store- 
room of the Farmacia Marella, Via Principe Umberto, 53; it 
dates from the good period. There is a point after A ED in line 
2; the C in line 1 and the in lines 2 and 3 are smaller than the 
other letters in those lines. 

C.I.L. X, 6464 is set into a wall in the upper hall of the Institute 
Pacifero de Magistris, which has recently become the Munici- 
pio; it has been somewhat damaged since it was seen by the edi- 
tor of the Corpus. It dates from about the third century. I 
could find no point after ET of line 2; the piece of a letter at the 
beginning of line 5 looks like an M. 

1 See above, p. 42 2 gee above, p. 45. 
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C.I.L. X, 6466 reads very clearly PACONIVS and not 
PACONIOS in line 1/ and the second stroke of the L does not 
make a very acute angle with the first stroke; the date, there- 
fore, must be later than has been usually assumed. The is 
smaller than the other letters. 

The letters of C.I.L. X, 6469 are of the same style as those of 
the milestone dating from 105 a.d. that stands beside it; the 
in SOTERICO is smaller than the other letters. 

C.I.L. X, 6471 is cut near the top of a perpendicular piece of 
rock some 4.50 m. in height, but with the aid of a ladder I was 
able to get a good view of it. The inscription, which is rapidly 
becoming illegible, apparently dates from the late Republic.^ 
My transcription is as follows: 

C • L I C I N I V S 
A S C L E P I A//S 
I I I I I I I I I I 
IN F P ■ XI//P-X I I I I 

(line 4 may read I NF • ) 

I found CJ.L. X, 6473, which had been known before only from 
manuscript authority, built into the front wall of a house, Vicolo 
deirArpia, 2, at the left of the door. It is a slab of limestone, 
broken at either end, measuring 1.30 m. by 0.60 m.; the letters 
are 0.11 to 0.115 m. in height. It dates from the late Republic. 
My transcription is as follows: 

EVEIA-C-F-C-VEVEIO 
PATREI- 

C.7.L. X, 6476 dates from the late Republic. In line 3 the AE 
forms a ligature, and the last word in line 5 is GVDAE, with the 
AE forming a ligature. 

According to Ephemeris Epigraphicaj volume 8, page 157, 
CJ.L, X, 6477 is the same as VI, 19495, and comes from Rome. 
If this is true, it is not clear how it reached Sezze; the members of 
the Zaccheo family, in whose house it has been for some time, 
think that it was found in a garden belonging to them which lay 
below the Tempio di Saturno. In any case, the copy given in 

1 Lombardini, p. 141, had already read PACoNIVS. 

2 For a fuller description of this inscription, see Lombardini, p. 37; he 
assigns it to the time of Antoninus Pius. 
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€.LL. X is the correct one. The inscription dates from the third 
century or later. 

The walls into which C.I.L, X, 6478 and Ephemeris Epigraph- 
ica, volume 8, page 157, number 640, are set, have been so covered 
that the inscriptions are no longer visible.^ 

The milestone discussed in the Notizie degli Scavi for 1895, 
pages 28 to 31, now stands in the courtyard of the old Municipio. 
I give my reading of it, as it differs materially from that of the 
Notizie: 

IMP- CAESAR 
DiVl ■ NERVAE ■ FiL 
NERVA ■ TRAIANVS 
AVGVSTVS 

GERM ANICVS • DACIC // 
PONTIFEX • M AXI M // 
TRIBVNICIA ■ POTES / / / / • X 
IMPVCOSVPATERPATRIAE 
RESTITVENDAMCVRAVIT- 

X L I I I 

I have also seen the two fragments given in the Notizie degli 
Scavi for 1907, pages 662-3, which belong to the same inscrip- 
tion. They are built into a stone fence to the left of the mule- 
path which leads through the Piagge Marine district, a short 
distance to the northwest of the rock which bears C.I.L, X, 6471. 
I add my reading for the larger fragment, which is unbroken only 
on the left side: 

L- ANNI . L- L- EROPHIL 

CLODIA- A- LSALV 
L- ANNI • EROPHILI • L- N 

The letters of the smaller fragment are so corroded that the read- 
ing of the first line as given in the Notizie is very doubtful. The 
inscription dates from the best period. 

I have seen the other inscriptions still existing that are given 
under Setia in the Corpus except C.I.L. X, 6479 and 8398, but 
have no corrections or additions to make. 

1 The second of these inscriptions is given by Lombardini, p. 141, with 
another fragment, not pubUshed elsewhere, which I have not found. It reads: 
1 DE. SVA. PECvNIA I MANEND. CVRAvIT 
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In revisiting Piperno on August 12 and 13, 1912, 1 found pieces 
of two other inscriptions that doubtless came from Privernum, 
which I have not recorded in my previous article.^ The first is 
a piece of white marble in the garden of Don Giulio Bianconi, 
which at some unknown period was cut to form a slab for a 
church altar, 0.305 m. in height and 0.325 m. in width. The 
letters are 0.05 m. in height. The inscription, in Greek, is at the 
top of the slab; 

\KH<t>IAO 

The other fragment, also of white marble, is in the possession 
of Sig. Jannicola, and was found by him at Piperno Vecchio. It 
is 0.19 m. in height and 0.12 in width; the letters are 0.0325 m. 
in height. The letters remaining belong to the last two lines: 

S 
^E R / 



Henky H. Akmstkong. 



OBERLIN, OHIO, 
July, 1913. 

1 AJ.A. XIV, 1910. pp. 318-323 



